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to dispositions by persons in possession of chattels but without
title to them, and cadit qaaestio. The general principles which
would otherwise have applied to the situation must yield to
the statute, the courts of Y being of course bound by the statute
of Y (e).

Rightly or wrongly, the statute of Y settles the matter so
far as a court of Y is concerned, and if the chattel is still
situated in Y when any question of property rights in the
chattel arises in a court of X or in a court of Z, practical neces-
sity compels the acceptance in X or Z of the result which has
been or would be reached in the court of Y. If, however, the
chattel is no longer situated in Y, it does not follow that the
statutory rule of the conflict of laws of Y should be applied in
X or Z. On the contrary, on principle, the court of X or Z
should apply its own rule of the conflict of laws, which would
normally involve the application of the domestic law of Y, and
the non-application of the rules of the conflict of laws of Y, as
to dealings in Y with the chattel while it was situate in Y. In
the United States and Canada, as between states (or provinces)
in which a uniform conditional statute is enacted containing
a provision for filing of a conditional sale agreement in the
state (or province) to which a chattel is removed, the tendency
may be to adopt the provision as a rule of the conflict of laws
even in the state (or province) from which the chattel is re-
moved (f).

A (2). The law of Y may refuse to recognize the validity of
a reservation of title under a conditional sale agreement without
retention of possession, or the validity of a chattel mortgage
without delivery of possession.

In this case, which we may call Case A (2), that is, if there i&
a rule of local public policy of Y which prevents the recognition
of A's title, even though acquired or retained in X, this rule
prevents the normal application of principles of the conflict of
laws relating to the acquisition or retention of title. But where-
as in Case A (1) the statute which furnishes a rule of the conflict

(e) For examples of the application of a statutory provision of
this kind, see 1 Williston, Sales of Goods (2nd ed. 1924) 802; 25
A.L.R. 1157 ff. (conditional sales); 57 A.L.R. 722 ff. (chattel mort-
gages). In the absence of an express statutory provision, the ma-
jority rule in the United States is that filing is not required in the
state to which the chattel is removed: cf. 57 A.L.R. 711 n*.

(/) It is not intended to be suggested by this statement of a pos-
sible tendency that comity or reciprocity is a justifiable basis for the
application of a foreign law.